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The Reverend Charles L. Moseley,
Pastor, Great Bridge Baptist Church,
Chesapeake, Virginia, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our heavenly Father, today we come
into Thy presence with thanksgiving
and praise for the privilege of calling
upon Thy name. Through Thy Son
Jesus Christ, we lift this assembly to
Thee asking for divine wisdom and Thy
leadership upon each one. We thank
Thee, O God, for the dedication and
sacrifice of these who serve, realizing
the tremendous burden upon each one
in the decisions that must be made day
by day.

Help us to remember the heritage
that is ours and make us an example to
the world of what freedom and democ-
racy are all about. Let us never forget
the price that has been paid, and help
us to always honor those who have
gone before, making this day possible.

God bless the President, the congres-
sional leaders, and God bless America
to make us great because we have kept
the faith.

In the name of Christ we pray. Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, | demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, | object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. BURGESS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment bill of the House of its fol-
lowing title:

H.R. 2826. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1000 Avenida Sanchez Osorio in Carolina,
Puerto Rico, as the ‘‘Roberto Clemente
Walker Post Office Building”.

The message also announced that
pursuant to provisions of Senate Reso-
lution 98, agreed to July 25, 1997, the
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, announces the appointment of the
Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) to the
Global Climate Change Observer
Group.

————

WELCOMING THE REVEREND
CHARLES L. MOSELEY

(Mr. FORBES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, it is a
privilege to welcome my friend and
pastor, Reverend Charles Moseley, as
guest chaplain of the United States
House of Representatives. We are

thankful for his presence today and for
his humble ministry to God.

In over 30 years of service at Great
Bridge Baptist Church in Chesapeake,
Virginia, Reverend Moseley has stead-
fastly led his congregation in the foot-
steps of Christ, touching thousands of
lives with the joy and peace of the
Lord. Through the many years that my
family and | have attended Great
Bridge Baptist, | have come to know
Reverend Moseley as a model of selfless
service and great spiritual leadership.
He has also been my pastor for over 30
years.

Reverend Moseley came to Great
Bridge Baptist Church from South
Carolina in 1969 and has served as pas-
tor ever since. He and his wife, Lou, are
devoted to their five children and six
grandchildren, to each other, and to
their extraordinary faith in the Lord.
Through this great faith, Reverend
Moseley has given countless people
hope, inspiration, and spiritual
strength.

We are honored to have Reverend
Moseley with us today and we warmly
welcome him. | thank him for his pray-
er today and for his spiritual guidance.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Ose). The Chair will entertain 10 one-
minute speeches from each side.

——————

PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTION BAN
ACT OF 2003

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, today
the House will vote on a historic bill,
the conference report on the partial-
birth abortion ban. As a physician who
has delivered over 3,000 babies, I am
personally opposed to abortion, but in
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particular the only reason to select the
partial-birth abortion procedure is to
ensure that the baby is dead when de-
livered. As a physician, | recognize
that serious complications can occur
during the last trimester of pregnancy.
However, if the mother’s health dic-
tates that the pregnancy must be con-
cluded and a normal birth is not pos-
sible, the baby may be delivered by C-
section. Whether the infant lives or
dies depends upon the severity of the
medical complications and the degree
of prematurity, but that outcome is
dictated by the disease process itself.
The fate of the infant during the par-
tial-birth abortion procedure is pre-
determined by the nature of the proce-
dure performed and is uniformly fatal.

In 1995, a 12-doctor panel rep-
resenting the American Medical Asso-
ciation recommended banning partial-
birth abortion, referring to it as, and |
quote, basically repulsive, close quote.
| agree with the AMA’s panel. The pro-
cedure is repulsive and after today will
be illegal.

———
FREEDOM RIDERS

(Mr. CROWLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of the Immigrant Work-
ers’ Freedom Ride and its participants.

On September 20, hard-working men
and women from every corner of this
country set off on a journey in support
of immigrant workers’ rights. These
men and women support our economy
through their work. Men and women
who support all of us with their dedica-
tion, their taxes, their skills. Men and
women who are involved in their com-
munities, in our communities.

Much like the freedom riders of years
past, they are calling for what many
would consider to be just basic rights.
They are calling for family reunifica-
tion. They are calling for the restora-
tion of labor protections for all work-
ers in the U.S. They are calling for our
country to acknowledge their civil
rights.

These men and women are as much a
part of our Nation’s history as they are
a part of our Nation’s present and fu-
ture. For years they have proven their
dedication to our country. They de-
serve more than a simple tour of our
country. They deserve our respect.

—

HONORING THE SOUTH CAROLINA
STATE FAIR

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it is a wonderful time of the
year in South Carolina. It is a time
when families from all over the State
bring their children and friends to the
State Fair in Columbia. The tradition
of our State Fair dates back 134 years,
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when it started as an agricultural con-
vention sponsored by the State Agri-
culture and Mechanical Society of
South Carolina, raising funds for char-
ities. Its facilities are a great resource
for expositions and conventions year-
round.

Today, the Fair attracts almost
600,000 people who come to enjoy edu-
cational exhibits, arts and crafts, live-
stock, games, rides and popular enter-
tainment. | am proud to have attended
the Fair since my childhood, and | am
proud to recognize this as an example
of the American spirit of community. |
want to thank Society President Cante
Heath and Fair Manager Gary Good-
man for their hard work in making this
year’s Fair a tremendous success.

I ask all of my colleagues to join me
in wishing the people of South Carolina
a safe and enjoyable time at this year’s
State Fair.

In conclusion, may God bless our

troops.
——
IMMIGRANT WORKERS FREEDOM
RIDE

(Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of cCali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
welcome and salute the Immigrant
Workers Freedom Ride.

Inspired by the 1961 freedom rides
that sought to integrate bus terminals
in the South, today’s riders are visiting
cities and towns across the country.
They are raising awareness about the
plight of immigrant workers and advo-
cating for comprehensive change to our
immigration system. Like Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr., these Americans
refuse to believe, and | quote, that
there are insufficient funds in the great
vaults of opportunity in this great Na-
tion.

Let me share the story of one of
those Americans. Salvador Guillen is
the proud leader of the Hotel Employ-
ees and Restaurant Employees Inter-
national Union, Local 681. He is the fa-
ther of three children and has worked
as a housekeeper at Disneyland’s Para-
dise Pier Hotel for over 15 years. Sal-
vador was born in Zamora, Michoacan,
and has lived in the United States for
18 years. He is now a proud citizen of
the United States.

In his own words, Salvador states: “‘I
want workers like my two sisters who
have not been able to legalize and who
are forced to work jobs where they are
abused, overworked and underpaid to
have the same opportunity.”

Together we can implement sensible
immigration policies that bring all im-
migrants one step closer to the Amer-
ican dream.

————

COMMENDING MEDICAL COLLEGE
OF GEORGIA AND FORT GORDON
COMMUNITY FOR THEIR EF-
FORTS TO FIGHT TERRORISM

(Mr. BURNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, in the
wake of the September 11, 2001, at-
tacks, the Medical College of Georgia,
the U.S. Army Signal Center and the
Southeast Regional Army Medical
Command at Fort Gordon have joined
together to train military and civilian
personnel in disaster response, emer-
gency medical response and emergency
response coordination. | commend
them for their efforts to develop the
Training Center for Disaster Medicine
Preparedness and a Disaster Response
Simulation Center.

These three organizations combine to
include world-class medical education
facilities, faculty and advanced com-
munications infrastructure, ensuring
well-trained and prepared personnel in
the event of a natural disaster or a ter-
rorist attack serving not only east
Georgia but indeed the entire Nation.

Mr. Speaker, | commend MCG and
the Fort Gordon community for their
efforts on behalf of our Nation.

———————

MONEY-MAKING OPPORTUNITIES
IN IRAQ

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | re-
member the time that this administra-
tion came to the Congress and asked us
to support the troops and then turned
around and cut veterans benefits by $25
billion. Today, while we are being told
to vote for $87 billion for Iraq to sup-
port the troops, we find that those who
will benefit financially from the war
are the armies of lobbyists who have
ties to this administration.

In yesterday’s Hill, a column by Josh
Marshall points out, and this is a
quote, “The President’s right-hand
man quits his government job just be-
fore the bombs start falling. He sets up
shop in the offices of one of the biggest
GOP lobbyists in town. And he starts
selling his services to clients who want
a piece of the big lraqgi reconstruction
contracts pie—the pie his old bosses
are in charge of slicing up.”

From today’s Washington Post:

‘“‘Getting the rights to distribute
Procter & Gamble products would be a
gold mine,” said one of the partners at
New Bridge who did not want to be
named. ‘“‘One well-stocked 7-Eleven
could knock out 30 Iraqi stores; a Wal-
Mart could take over the country,” he
said.

Here we are with a hostile takeover
led by our men and women whom we
pride. Stop this administration from
using troops to justify a war and war
profiteering. Get out of Iraq.

————

PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTION BAN
ACT
(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, 1 came here with a prepared
text, but | just could not resist this
smiling face. Through the miracle of
modern technology, this is the picture
of a baby in the womb. It is clearly a
baby. It is clearly smiling. It is clearly
a human being.

I did not bring with me some other
visuals that would show you what is
going to happen to Sarah in the par-
tial-birth abortion procedure. She is
going to be turned around in her moth-
er’s womb, and she is going to be deliv-
ered feet first. Not quite delivered. Her
head is going to be left in the birth
canal and then a trocar is going to be
stuck in the back of her head, just
where the spinal cord enters the brain.
And then her soft brain tissue is going
to be sucked out. Obviously, her life ex-
pired. This is partial-birth abortion.
We are going to ban this hideous proce-
dure today.

———

IN SUPPORT OF THE BAN ON
PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTIONS

(Mr. BISHOP of Utah asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BISHOP OF UTAH. Mr. Speaker,
often times we do things that are pop-
ular in America, but wrong. Today, we
are going to do something that is pop-
ular with the majority of Americans,
but very right.

H.R. 760 does not overturn the Roe v.
Wade ruling, but it eliminates a hei-
nous process that was never intended
to be protected in the original judg-
ment. When the Supreme Court by-
passed the legislative process to make
abortions legal 30 years ago, the legis-
lative voice opposing abortion, was
never heard. Thus the ruling laid the
foundation for the outrage and protest
we have today. The people were not al-
lowed to be heard through their elected
Representatives.

Many judges who today uphold the
Roe v. Wade ruling today, oppose the
procedure by which it became reality.
By approving the conference report on
the partial-birth abortion ban today,
we will be enacting legislation the cor-
rect way. Both Chambers of Congress
will have debated and spoken on this
bill, and now the President will have
the same opportunity.

The partial-birth abortion ban will be
a good law, a righteous law, and it will
be enacted the right way. | support this
legislation because it protects the most
important minority in America: those
who cannot speak for themselves. |
urge my colleagues to do the same.

——
IRAQ SUPPLEMENTAL

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, as we
debate the Presidential supplemental
request for Iraq, one point | do want to
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address is the idea of placing some of
the requested funds for reconstruction
to Iraq in the form of a loan. | believe
it is possible to do this considering the
enormous assets of this country. | am
not persuaded by the argument that we
do not want to add to Irag’s current
debt of $200 billion, which is largely
owed to France, Germany, and Russia.
I find it difficult to believe that if
these countries truly want to con-
tribute to the stability of the region,
they would not seek to forgive a sub-
stantial portion of their debt.

The American families sacrificed
much to win the freedom in Irag. How-
ever, we cannot expect lragq to pay
back funds first to those very countries
that sat back and let our men and
women undertake the risks to win the
freedom in Irag.

———

SUPPORT THE PARTIAL-BIRTH
ABORTION BAN ACT

(Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, today this House is set to
pass a historic bill, the partial-birth
abortion ban. We have passed it several
times in the past, but this time is dif-
ferent. In this case, we have a Presi-
dent who has said that he will sign this
important bill to end this horrific prac-
tice.

I have a nephew that was born a few
years ago less than two pounds, and
many of the young men and women
waiting to be born that have been
Kkilled by this procedure have weighed
more than Alexander. So | call on my
colleagues to rise to this historic mo-
ment, pass this important bill, and pro-
tect those, the most innocent among
us.

———————

IMMIGRANT WORKERS FREEDOM
RIDE

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, immi-
grants who come to this country today
work hard in the lowest-paying jobs,
sometimes working two or three jobs
just to support their families. They
earn very little money for their efforts,
but they bring the richness of hope to
our civic and our cultural commu-
nities. They pay taxes. They are over-
whelmingly honest and hardworking,
and they deserve our respect. They
wanted only a fair opportunity to share
in the prosperity of this great country.
They only want what so many others
received before them.

Today, because of outdated and un-
necessarily burdensome immigration
restrictions, many immigrants live
their lives underground, cannot get an
opportunity for a more formal, legal
status and get the opportunity to work
for citizenship. Immigration laws and

H9135

policies that deny people opportunities
for permanence or that leave them ex-
ploited should certainly be challenged.
We should allow immigrant workers
without documentation to seek perma-
nent residency status without being
forced to leave the country.

Undocumented workers, who have
lived here lawfully and productively,
should be eligible for immigrant visas
based on family relationships and job
skills. They should have the oppor-
tunity to become legal permanent resi-
dents and eventually U.S. citizens.

I join the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SoLlis) in her support of the
Freedom Ride Resolution and urge the
President to reform our broken immi-
gration system.

———

CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 3,
PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTION BAN
ACT OF 2003

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, | call
up House Resolution 383 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 383

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill (S.
3) to prohibit the procedure commonly
known as partial-birth abortion. All points
of order against the conference report and
against its consideration are waived. The
conference report shall be considered as
read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Ose). The gentlewoman from North
Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pend-
ing which | yield myself such time as |
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purposes of debate.

Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday the Com-
mittee on Rules met and granted a rule
to provide for the customary 1 hour of
consideration for the Partial-Birth
Abortion Ban Conference Report of
2003.

The rule waives all points of order
against the conference report to ac-
company S. 3 and against its consider-
ation. It also provides that the con-
ference report shall be considered as
read.

This conference report makes it ille-
gal in the United States for a physician
to perform a partial-birth abortion. As
an original cosponsor of this legisla-
tion, | am very pleased to see this con-
ference report reach the floor of the
House of Representatives. I have been
waiting for this day to come since 1995.

I am sure that President Bush is ea-
gerly awaiting the opportunity to put
an end to this horrific act of human vi-
olence by signing this legislation into
law. Finally, we have a President in
the White House who will not veto this
monumental legislation.
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I also want to thank my colleagues
on the other side of the Rotunda for
passing this important legislation. |
must say, as a mother and a grand-
mother, it is astonishing to me that
this horrible practice is even remotely
legal in America today, and as we will
no doubt hear on the floor today, it is
practiced all too often in there coun-
try.

)I;artial-birth abortion is the proce-
dure where a pregnant woman’s cervix
is forcibly dilated over a 3-day period.
On the third day, her child is pulled,
feet first, through the birth canal until
his or her entire body, except for the
head, is outside the womb. The head is
held inside the womb by the woman’s
cervix, and while the fetus is stuck in
this position, dangling partly out of
the woman’s body and just a few inches
from a completed birth, the abortionist
inserts scissors into the base of the
baby’s skull, and the scissors are
opened, creating a hole in the baby’s
head. The skull is either then crushed
with instruments or a suction catheter
is inserted into the hole and the baby’s
brain is suctioned out. Since the head
is now small enough to slip through
the mother’s cervix, the now lifeless
body is pulled the rest of the way out
of its mother and the baby’s corpse is
discarded, usually as medical waste.

The vast majority of partial-birth
abortions are performed on healthy ba-
bies and healthy mothers. Congres-
sional findings have shown that the
procedure is not medically necessary
and actually poses a significant threat
to the mother’s health and her future
fertility.

This conference report would also
punish those who perform the proce-
dure with fines and prison terms of up
to 2 years. Husbands or parents of
women younger than 18 would be able
to sue for damages.

Although language banning this pro-
cedure was struck down in the past by
the Supreme Court, this new legisla-
tion has been tailored to address the
Court’s concerns. The five-justice ma-
jority in Stenberg v. Carhart thought
that Nebraska’s definition of partial-
birth abortion was vague and could be
construed to cover not only abortions
in which the baby is mostly delivered
alive before being killed, but also the
more common ‘dilation and evacu-
ation,” D & E method. The conference
report defines partial-birth abortion as
an abortion in which *“‘the person per-
forming the abortion deliberately and
intentionally vaginally delivers a liv-
ing fetus until, in the case of a head-
first presentation, the entire fetal head
is outside the body of the mother, or in
the case of breech presentation, any
part of the fetal trunk past the naval is
outside the body of the mother for the
purpose of performing an overt act that
the person knows will Kill the partially
delivered living fetus.”

The tighter definition not only clari-
fies the procedure so that the court
will not reject it, it also draws atten-
tion to the violence of partial-birth
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abortion by describing how far out the
baby can be. We have changed the bill,
adding findings of fact to overcome
constitutional barriers, and I am con-
fident it will survive judicial review.

This is a historic day for the Amer-
ican people. A civilized society cannot
tolerate the barbaric nature of the par-
tial-birth abortion procedure. Mr.
Speaker, the public wants this bill in
overwhelming numbers, believing in
their hearts that we as a Nation are
better than this. We are a better peo-
ple. To that end, | urge my colleagues
to support the rule and the underlying
conference report.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentlewoman from North
Carolina for yielding me the customary
30 minutes, and | yield myself such
time as | may consume.

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, it is
indeed a historic day for America, for
more, | think, than most people in here
realize. For the first time in the his-
tory of the Republic, the Congress of
the United States is poised to outlaw a
medical procedure. A majority that
wants the government off everybody’s
backs, wants to preserve privacy, is in-
serting itself between a woman and her
family and her physician.

I wonder what is next. Perhaps they
will decide that one cannot have a
hysterectomy during child-bearing
years, even though one may have some
serious disease, or maybe we will out-
law vasectomies. That would be some-
thing we could do in here today too.
And maybe we would not even like
gallbladder operations. Who knows?
There may be some reason we would
not want to do those. All of them are
pretty gruesome to describe.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday was the be-
ginning of a new fiscal year and only
three of the 13 bills appropriating funds
for the new year have been signed into
law. Millions of Americans are unem-
ployed. Jobs continue steadily to dis-
appear. More families living in poverty
for the second year in a row, another
historic day for America that has not
happened before. Tens of millions of
families live without any health insur-
ance. The Federal debt is projected to
reach $5 trillion. Thousands of Amer-
ican troops are in Iraq working in dan-
gerous conditions. And instead of ad-
dressing these pressing issues, we are
once again considering legislation that
violates fundamental constitutional
rights and threatens women’s health.

Three years ago, the United States
Supreme Court settled this issue, they
thought once and for all, when it
struck down similar legislation that
banned safe and effective abortion pro-
cedures. The Court again confirmed the
constitutional foundation of women’s
reproductive rights as recognized in
Roe v. Wade and reaffirmed 2 decades
later in Planned Parenthood of South-
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eastern Pennsylvania v. Casey. At the
end of their last term, in the Lawrence
v. Texas decision, the Court relied on
the right to privacy that was recog-
nized in Roe.

Despite the minor tinkering of the
conference committee, S. 3 still suffers
from the same constitutional flaws as
the Nebraska statute thrown out by
the Supreme Court, and this one we
hope will meet the same fate. The ban
on medical procedures is vague and
overbroad and does not contain an ex-
ception to perform the procedure when
a woman’s health is threatened, and it
goes so far as to give the father of the
fetus the right to sue the woman or the
doctor for money damages, even if he is
not married to her or if he beats her or
rapes her.

Obstetricians and gynecologists say
that the term ‘“‘partial-birth abortion”
is not a medical term, and they are
right. It is a political creation. We will
not find the definition of the procedure
that S. 3 seeks to ban in a medical dic-
tionary or textbook. The nonmedical
language in S. 3 could cover at least
two different kinds of procedures, one
of which is the most commonly used
abortion procedure. This vague and
overbroad definition would create so
much confusion in the medical commu-
nity that doctors would not know
which medical procedure might land
them in jail, and we should not make
our doctors criminals.

S. 3 brazenly seeks to sidestep the
Constitution. The Supreme Court has
plainly determined that the Constitu-
tion requires an exception when the
woman’s health is endangered. Pages
and pages of congressional findings will
not change or will not fulfill the con-
stitutional demand to protect a wom-
an’s health.

[ 1030

The authors of this bill hope that the
Federal courts, most especially the Su-
preme Court, will defer to these con-
gressional findings and waive this con-
stitutional requirement. But the Court
has squarely said that ‘“‘the power to
interpret the Constitution in a case of
controversy remains in the judiciary.”
And the Court has said that simply be-
cause Congress makes a conclusion
does not necessarily make it so. Just
because the findings in the bill assert
that there is no medical reason for a
health exception does not make that
true, and it does not change the de-
mands of the Constitution.

Last June, when the House first con-
sidered this bill, Ruth Marcus noted in
The Washington Post that ‘‘just as
Clarence Thomas wrote in a different
context that, if Congress ‘could make a
statute constitutional simply by find-
ing that black is white or that freedom
is slavery, then judicial review would
be an elaborate farce.”””

Despite what politicians may say,
the American College of Obstetricians
and Gynecologists, the doctors who
perform these procedures, say that the
procedure this bill seeks to proscribe
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“may be the best or most appropriate
procedure in a particular circumstance
to save the life,”” I want to emphasize
that, ‘‘to save the life or preserve the
health of a woman,”” and that ‘‘only the
physician, in consultation with the pa-
tient and based on her circumstances,
can make this decision,” not the Con-
gress of the United States. We are not
physicians here. | think we think we
are omnipotent; we are not. Medical
professionals in every Federal court in
the country that has heard this issue,
except for one, all have agreed that
these are safe procedures and they
may, in fact, be the safest procedure in
some circumstances.

This, as | pointed out before, is the
first time in the history of this Repub-
lic that Congress is banning a specific
medical procedure. Physicians, and not
politicians and pundits, should provide
women and their families with medical
advice. Women and their families, not
the government, should make these dif-
ficult and private and medical deci-
sions.

This bill would deprive doctors of the
ability to care for their patients. By
outlawing safe and effective medical
procedures, Congress would subject
women to more dangerous medical pro-
cedures, putting their health and their
lives in jeopardy. Do we really want to
do that? Women deserve the best med-
ical care based on the circumstances of
their particular situation. Instead of
making abortion more difficult and
dangerous, we should pass legislation
that helps reduce the need for abor-
tions; but we will not do that, by re-
ducing the number of intended preg-
nancies. We should increase the fund-
ing for title X, and health insurance
should cover contraception. It covers
Viagra. Why not contraception? Emer-
gency contraception should be more
available. And research on other con-
traceptive methods should be fostered.

So why are we here today considering
a rule for an unconstitutional bill?
Richard Posner, Chief Justice of the
U.S. Court of Appeals of the 7th Circuit
who was appointed by President
Reagan, gave us the answer when he
wrote that the proponents of similar
legislation ‘“‘are concerned with mak-
ing a statement in an ongoing war for
public opinion, though an incidental ef-
fect may be to discourage late-term
abortions. The statement is that fetal
life is more valuable than women’s
health.” Let me say that last sentence
again: ‘““The statement is that fetal life
is more valuable than women’s
health.”” Judge Posner went on, writing
that “‘if a statute burdens constitu-
tional rights and all that can be said
on its behalf is that it is the vehicle
that legislators have chosen for ex-
pressing their hostility to the rights,
the burden is undue.”

The deliberate actions of the con-
ference committee underscore the real
aim of the bill. The majority of the
other body passed a version, S. 3, that
said, “The decision of the Supreme
Court in Roe v. Wade was appropriate
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and secures an important constitu-
tional right, and such decision should
not be overturned.” Tuesday evening,
the conference committee, along party
lines, quickly stripped the Roe-sup-
portive language out of the bill. This
emphasizes the true purpose of the leg-
islation: targeting a woman'’s right to
privacy, with the hope that a Supreme
Court with a new justice or two will
weaken or reverse Roe. A Washington
Post article said it plainly: “The polit-
ical agenda is clear. Ken Connor, presi-
dent of the conservative Family Re-
search Council, spelled it out in an e-
mail after the Senate voted last March.
With this bill,” he wrote, “we are be-
ginning to dismantle, brick by brick,
the deadly edifice created by Roe v.
Wade.”

As a mother, grandmother, and a
long-time advocate for women'’s health,
| strongly believe that this bill is a
threat to women’s health, and an at-
tempt to whittle away at a woman’s
constitutional right to her privacy and
control of her body. | urge my col-
leagues to oppose this rule and to op-

pose S. 3.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1¥> minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Colorado (Mrs.
MUSGRAVE).

(Mrs. MUSGRAVE asked and was

given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Speaker, few
things that we do in this life have sig-
nificance as we go 10, 20 years down the
road; but the work that we are doing
today in this Chamber has enormous
significance. Partial birth abortion de-
fies logic. | try to imagine how an indi-
vidual could even come up with this
thing that is called euphemistically a
“‘procedure.” I am trying to imagine in
my mind how a doctor, who is calling
on his or her life to be a healer, to ex-
tend life for individuals, came up with
this procedure. I am trying to imagine
how sticking scissors into the brain of
a child that is partially born is called
a “medical procedure’ that is to ben-
efit the life of the mother, the mother
whose body is getting ready to birth
this child, a woman who is going
through all of the things that we have
gone through, getting ready to have
the child.

It is an important thing in this Na-
tion today that we have acknowledged
what this really is, and it is a good day
in America when our President will
sign the partial-birth abortion ban into
law.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, |
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, here we
are at the end of the fiscal year with
important unfinished work for the
House of Representatives. Our fiscal
year budget is not complete, our sen-
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iors do not have a prescription drug
benefit, and our local communities
still need support in the war against
terror, to list only a few of the unfin-
ished pieces of business that we have
before us.

Yet, what does the majority decide to
bring to the floor? A bill that everyone
knows will not pass the muster of the
Supreme Court. Because there is no ex-
emption to protect a woman’s health,
this bill not only fails to meet moral
requirements, it fails to meet constitu-
tional requirements.

We have a moral obligation to pro-
tect and promote women’s health, not
endanger it. In fact, our debate should
be about measures to reduce the num-
ber of unintended pregnancies and en-
suring that all pregnant women have
affordable access to the care they need
so they can deliver healthy babies.

The Supreme Court has been clear.
Our laws cannot take away a woman’s
right to a safe and accepted medical
procedure when her health is in danger;
and yet the antichoice lobby chooses to
once again waste our valuable time
pushing legislation that politicizes
women’s health and chips away at a
woman’s constitutional right to choose
an appropriate lifesaving medical pro-
cedure.

As we know, a pregnancy can go trag-
ically wrong in the final stages; and in
these unimaginable circumstances, a
woman m